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8 THE 


Charge of Miſmanagement 
IN HIS 


MAIEST VI NAVAL AFFAIRS, &c. 


HE enquiry into the conduct of the 

Navy under the adminiſtration of the 
Earl of Sandwich, and particularly during 
the courſe of the laſt year, has juſtly engroſſed 
the public attention for ſeveral weeks paſt. 
As far as a majority in the Houſe of Com- 
mons can affect the queſtion, it is already de- 
cided. Of the members who attended, two 
hundred and ſeventeen divided with Mr. Fox 
for a vote of cenſure, two hundred and 


thirty-ſix divided againſt him. 


The compariſon of theſe numbers, would 
of itſelf be ſufficient to determine the judg- 
ment of the public, whatever little regard has 
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been paid to it by the Miniſters of the Crown. 
When it is conſidered that theutmoſt exertions 
of every branch of the adminiſtration, joined 
to that immenſe weight and influence, which 
from his almoſt boundleſs patronage, and from 
the dignity and importance of his office, a Firſt 
Lord of the Admiralty muſt naturally com- 
mand, could only procure a majority of nine- 
teeen votes in favour of the earl of Sandwich, 
there is not a man who. can heſitate to pro- 
nounce, within his own breaſt, that the earl of 
Sandwich ſtands condemned by the repreſen- 
tatives of the people, and that his immediate 
removal is the general wiſh. 


But, as the queſtion is of the laſt national 
importance ; as it includes in its object, and 
muſt affect in its conſequences the very ex- 
iſtence of the ſtate, it is a duty we owe the 
public, to lay before them the grounds on 
which it reſts. To decide upon its merits, 
requires no profeſſional knowledge. The 
points to which the enquiry was directed are 
ſimple, and obvious to every capacity; the 
proofs are clear, authentic, deciſive. All that 


is requiſite is, 


4 iſt, To 
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iſt, To compare the different heads of 
Enquiry with the proofs. 


2dly, To conſider the names and ſitua- 
tions of thoſe members who voted for and 


againſt the Queſtion. 


FIRST HAD or Enquiry. 


NEGLECTING TO WATCH THE PORT OF 
BRresT, AND TO PREVENT THE JUNCTION 
OF THE FLEETS OF THE HousE of BouUR- 


BON. 


The firſt point of Enquiry urged by Mr. 
Fox, was not applicable to this campaign 
alone. It uniformly ſtamps the adminiſtra- 
tion of the Earl of Sandwich with 1gnorance 
and criminality, during the whole courſe of 
the war. 


From the irreſiſtible ſuperiority of num- 
bers, to which the united Navy of the Houſe 
of Bourbon has been ſuffered to increaſe ſince 
his Lordſhip's coming to the Board of Admi- 
ralty, the only hope we could indulge of op- 
poſing them with any proſpect of ſucceſs, 
would be by endeavouring to attack their 

fleets 
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flects ſeparately, and employing every exer- 
tion that could prevent them from uniting 
their force. Our ſituation with regard to the 
port of Breſt, renders this a ſcheme of no dif- 
fliculty or riſk. The firſt neceſſary ſtep is 
conſtantly to watch that port, and with the 
moſt unremitting attention and diligence, to 
have a ſufficient force in readineſs to inter- 
cept the armaments that fail from thence on 
their paſſage down the Channel. 


The policy of this meaſure we find recom- 
mended, and its practicability eſtabliſhed, by 
the uniform conduct of our naval miniſters, 
during the more glorious period of our hiſ- 
tory. But what was policy in other times, and 
a better mode of conducting war, the circum- 
ſtances of our days rendered a neceſ/ity, and the 
_ only mode of conducting the preſent war with 
ſucceſs. To aſcertain therefore, how far fo 
eſſential a concern had been attended to by the 
preſent Admiralty, Mr. Fox moved, that the 
inſtructions iſſued at any time for that pur- 
poſe ſnould be laid before the Houſe. The 
reſult can ſcarcely be credited. From the firſt 
day of January 1779, to the 23d day of 
March 129, 1, it does not appear that a ſingle 
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frigate or cruizer was ordered on that ſervice. ; 
In the courſe of the year 1781, we, indeed, find 
the Lively ſloop and Cruizer cutter ſent thither 
in March, and the ſame veſſels again in May; 
but during the moſt important period, the 
period when the French channel-fleet put to 
ſea, and from thence to the 22d of Decem- 
ber, not a ſingle order of the kind appears to 
have been thought of. 


To do away the impreſſion which ſuch 
criminal inattention evidently made on the 
Houſe, Lord M—, a lord of admuralty, 
and a captain in the navy, aſſerted, to the aſto- 
niſhment of his brother officers, that ſuch a 
ſervice would be attended with the utmoſt 
hazard, and could anſwer no adequate pur- 
poſe, The wind that would enable even ſe- 
parate cruizers to ſtand in near enough to 

look into the port, would not ſuffer them to 
- return; and to employ a ſquadron of any force 
for the purpoſe, would, he aſſerted, be an 
abſurdity. 


I will not perplex my readers by entering 
into a profeſſional refutation of this extraor- 
dinary aſſertion. It will be ſufficient to in- 

form 
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form them, that both Mr. Keppel and Lord 
Howe, from their own perſonal experience, ex- 
plained the nature of this ſervice, its practi- 
cability, and its uſe, to the ſatisfaction of the 
members. the leaſt converſant in naval mat- 
ters. A more deciſive anſwer, or at leaſt an 
anſwer more ſuited to the general conviction, 
was .an appeal which was made to Lord 
M——'s own recollection. He was deſired ta 
remember, that he was condemning the very 
ſchool wherein he received the firſt rudiments 
of his naval education. The circumſtance ta 
which this alluded, was too honourable for any 
part of the late Earl of Briſtol's family to 
forget or condemn. But in Lord M— it was 
the more extraordinary, as he actually ſerved 
as a midſhipman under that officer, when 
with ſuch credit to himſelf, and ſuch adyan- 
tage to his country, he obeyed the orders gi- 
ven him by Sir Edward Hawke, for the expreſs 
purpoſe, which, now. that, he is become the 
interpreter of Lord Sandwich's naval inſti- 
tutes, his nephew condemns as uſeleſs, dan- 
gerous, impracticable. 


The fact is very well known. In the glo- 
rious campaign of 1759, the Earl of Briſtol 


was 
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was employed for four months together to look 
into the port of Breſt, and watch the mo- 
tions of the enemy. Sometimes we find him 
engaged on this ſervice ſingly, ſometimes aſ- 
ſiſted by Lord Howe and Mr. Keppel, and 
other detachments from the grand fleet, then 
grand indeed. Their ſpirited and ſucceſsful 
exertions, the diſtreſſes to which they reduced 
the enemy, and the inſults they offered them 
in their very ports, muſt recur to the recol- 
lection of every Engliſhman, with a mixture 
of pride and mortifying regret. Nor can all 
the preſent exultation of the Houſe of Bour- 
bon, or the humbled ſtate to which they have 
been ſuffered to reduce their then conquerors, 
make them forget the inſult they received on 
the 28th of Auguſt of that year, when 7he 
whole fleet under Sir Edward Hawke ſtood in- 
to the bay of Breſt, within three miles of St. 
Matthew's Point, and fired 21 guns each to 
celebrate the victory gained at Minden over 
the troops of France. | 


Can we be ſurpriſed if our naval glory be 
tarniſhed ; and our flag degraded in every part 
of the globe, when the practice of thoſe tri- 
umphant days is publickly and officially repro- 
B bated 
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bated; when contrary doctrines and contrary 
ſyſtems are adopted and enforced by autho- 
rity? Or how is it poſſible to recollect this 
anecdote with which I have been obliged to 
wound the recollection of my readers, with- 
out throwing an eye of indignation on a late 
tranſaction in the Houſe of Lords. 


Nor is this tranſaction totally unconnected 
with the preſent ſubject. After having ſhaken 
the determinations of naval courts martial, 
and, as far as in them lay, brought their cen- 
ſure or applauſe into diſreſpect and contempt, 

it only remained for the preſent adminiſtration 
to bring the deciſions of /and courts martial 
into equal contempt. This they have now at- 
tempted; and the perſon who remains brand- 
ed with a ſentence, which, in the glorious 
days I have already alluded to, was thought 
to be wor ſe than death to a man of honour, is now 
graced with dignities and titles, and loaded 
with all the favours of his ſovereign. 


The part of the accuſation under this 
head, which regards the preventin g the junc- 
tion of the enemy's fleets, is fully ſubſtan- 

tiated by the papers laid before the Houſe. 


On 


* 
On the 15th of May it appears, that Admi- 
ralty received information, that the equip- 
ment of the French fleet for channel ſervice, 
had been carrying on from the 2d with the 
moſt unremitting diligence; 


On the 24d of May they are informed, that 
this fleet would be ready for ſea by the 2oth 
of June, the preciſe day on which they actually 
did fail. 


On the 4th of June they received intelli- 
gence of the deſtination of that fleet, exactly 
as the event proved it to have been deſtined. 


From that day to the 16th of Fune they 
had an uninterrupted account. of the. pro- 
preſs of the equipment, and by the intelli- 
gence of that day's date, the account was con- 
firmed that De Guichen would fail on the 
20th; - dy 


Notwithſtanding this fulneſs of intelli- 
gence, we find that fo late as the 21ſt of June, 
the date of the Admiralty's orders to Vice 
Admiral Darby, we had riot a force of even 
eighteen fail of the line in readineſs to oppoſe 
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the enemy. For by the inſtructions of that 
day, the Vice Admiral was directed to wait 
cruizing between Scilly and the Lizard, till he 
ſhould be joined by as many ſhips, as, added 
to thoſe with him, would make up e:ghteen 
fail of the line. 


It muſt be obſerved, that in theſe inſtrue- 
tions they acquaint their admiral, that they 
have received information of Monſ. de la 

Motte Piquet's being waiting at Breſt for a 
large reinforcement of ſhips before he could 
proceed to ſea, From this the public may 
judge, how very imperfectly that Board have 

complied with the orders of the Houſe, of 

Commons. Among the papers laid upon the 
table, we find noſuch intelligence as this which 
they communicate to Mr. Darby. On the 
contrary, - two ſeparate accounts, dated to 
have been received on the 18h of June, poſi- 
tively aſſert that De la Motte Piquet's expedi- 
tion was totally laid aſide; and the event has 

proved that this intelligence was juſt. In 
another paper of the ſame date it is juſt 
thrown out, as a report, that Piquet and 
Laurens had actually failed. Which intelli- 
gence they gave credit to, is not material to 
know ; 
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know; for they wilfully miſinformed their 
commander in chief with regard to both. _ 


But this is not all. On the 12th of July 
they appear to have ſent orders to Admiral 
Darby, to confider the bringing the French fleet 
under Monſ. De Guichen to battle as the prin- 
cipal object of his attention. 


From what appears on the face of the ex- 
tract produced from theſe inſtructions, com- 
pared with the evidence upon the table, it is 
manifeſt, that on this occaſion alſo they inſult, 
and endeavour to miſlead the officer to whom 
they had entruſted the defence of theſe king- 
doms. They had every reaſon to be con- 
vinced at the time, that theſe inſtructions 
could not be complied with, and that the ob- 
ject of them muſt have been beyond their 
reach. From the conſtant courſe of the in- 
telligence received by them 7 the 3d of July, 
they knew that De Guichen was to fail on the 
20th of June, and to proceed immediately to 
join the Spaniards at Ferrol or Cadiz : And 
though by the accounts of the 2d of July, 
they appear to have been informed that the 
French ſquadron, after having actually ſailed 
on 
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on the 20th of June, was obliged to return 
in the afternoon, yet, by the 7th of Judy, 
they knew that it had: finally failed on the 
23d of the preceding month. Now, what does 
the extract from their inſtructions to Mr. 
Darby tell us? That an the 1 2th of July, they 
direct him to make the bringing M. De Gui- 
chen to battle the principal object of bis at- 
tention, while at the ſame moment they knew 
hat Monſ. De Guichen had failed from Breſt - 
- nineteen days before, to proceed immediately to 
Cadiz, where he actually arrived on the 6755 
- of Fuly; yet this extract they have laid before 
the Houſe as part of their inſtructions to 
Vice Admiral Darby, 70 prevent the junction 

"of the French and Spaniſh ſquadrons, 
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Stcond Heap of ENQUIRY: 


Tre REeLite or GIBRALTAR 


Before Admiral Darby's return to port, at 
the concluſion of the campaign of 1780, 
Preparations were ſaid to be making for the 
relief of the garriſon at Gibraltar. As the 
naval force which this would require would 

be 
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be equal to our utmoſt exertions, it was eaſy 
to foreſee, that all the operations of the ſubſe- 
quent campaign, depended on the early return 
of the fleet from this important ſervice. No 
judge could, therefore, have doubted, but 
that during Darby's abſence on his cruize, the 
ſtoreſhips had been loaded and ready at Spit- 
head, and that the victuallers had been in 

equal farwardneſs. Inſtead of this, it ap- 
pears that it was the ah of March before 
Admiral Darby failed from Spithead. ; 


But how ſtood our preparations even. then, 
when Darby had been returned more than ten 
weeks ? Inſtead of orders having been ſent to 
Ireland to bring round the victuallers to the 
Channel, where the fleet might have taken 
them up in its direct way to the Streights, 
Admiral Darby was obliged, in order to join 
them, to ſteer for the coaſt of Ireland, where 
he was detained till the 29h day of the month. 


During this period of unaccountable dila- 
torineſs and neglect, objects of the moſt a- 
larming conſequences were calling for the 
utmoſt vigilance and the utmoſt exertions. 
As early as the geh of February, Admiralty 
appears, by the papers laid on the table, to 

have 
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have received certain intelligence of the pow- 
erful ſea and land armament preparing at 
| Breſt for North America and the Weſt In- 

dies. On the 10th of that month they had a 
particular liſt of the men of war deſtined for. 
the expedition, and from that day to the hour 
of Mr. Darby's failing, they continued to re- 
ceive the moſt diſtinct accounts of the pro- 
greſs of the armament, and of its deſtination. 
It might be imagined that ſo formidable a 
force, which threatened bankruptcy to this 
capital by the danger it foreboded to the Weſt 
Indies, and hich has fince completed the 
diſgraceful calamities of this country by the 
capture of the army under the Earl of Corn- 
wallis, would have rouſed all the fears and 
apprehenſions, and engroſſed all the attention 
of our naval miniſters. Inſtead of this, the 
only attention they appear to have paid to it 
was, writing to Sir G. Rodney to apprize 

him of its failing, ſeveral days after it had 
failed, and too late to prepare him for the re- 
ception of ſuch a force. 


It was not poſſible to ſuppoſe that govern- 
ment could have ſuffered the garriſon at 
Gibraltar to run fo cloſe, as that fifteen or 
twenty days could have affected the fate of 

that 
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that important fortreſs. The obvious plan, 
therefore, for the Admiralty to have purſued, 
was to order the convoy under Mr. Darby 
into Cork (where we find he ſent them him- 
ſelf on the 17th of March) and directing 
him to leave inſtructions with them to join 
him afterwards, by means known to well- 
judging officers ; order him, thus unincum- 
bered, to endeavour to intercept Monſ. De 
Graſſe, who did not fail till e 22d. The 
delay, even if the enemy ſhould, eſcape him, 
would have been but a few days; not fo 
many indeed, as he ſpent to no purpoſe on 
the coaſt of Ireland, where we find him de- 
tained for ſeven days after the departure 'of 
the French armament. 


In anſwer to this the Admiralty referred to 
the intelligence they had produced, of the in- 
tentions of the Spaniſh fleet at Cadiz, to give 
battle to the Engliſh fleet, and prevent the re- 
lief of Gibraltar. But it was put to any man 
of common judgment to aſſert, if the prefer- 
ence between the two ſervices could admit of a 
moment's hefitation ? By meeting and defeat- 
ing the armament of M. De Graſſe, the power 
of the French Navy would have been broken, 

. and 
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and the danger which has fince fallen upon us 
in North America would have been happily 
averted. But ſuppoſing the proſpect of de- 
feating the Spaniſh fleet was to be preferred, 
and that the fafety of Gibraltar abſolutely 
| depended on an immediate relief; what 
meaſures did they take to effect theſe objects ? 
Why was ſo much time thrown away in the 
preparations ? Why was Admiral Darby de- 
tained for fourteen days on the coaſt of Ire- 
land ? By theſe means both chances were for- 
feited ; Monf. De Graſſe ſailed unmoleſted; 
and Mr. Darby on his arrival off the coaſt of 
Spain, found that Don Cordova had returned 
to the port of Cadiz about the 27th, and that 
the- Streights of Gibraltar were left open 


to him. 


Had there been the leaſt prudence or fore- 
ſight in the Admiralty, they would have pro- 
vided for this eircumſtance of Darby's being 
unoppoſed. Alarmed at the danger that 
threatened Sir George Rodney from the ar- 
mament under De Graſſe, they would have 
been · prepared for every poffibility of ſending 
him timely ſuccours. It was not impoſſible 
but the intelligence of the determination of 
the 
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the Spaniards to give battle might prove 
groundleſs. It might be a feint of the enemy 
to draw our chief attention from their equip- 
ment from Breſt. The event ſeems to war- 
rant this ſuppoſition. Orders ſhould, there- 
fore, have been given to Mr. Darby, on 
ſuch a ſuppoſition, or even on the poſſi- 
bility of an eaſy victory, if the fleets ſhould 
engage, to detach to the Weſt Indies, where 
ſo much was at ſtake. It appears, however, 
that no ſuch proviſional orders were given to 
him on his ſailing, or ſent after him, when 
Monſ. De Graſſe was known to have 
failed. | 


Two Lords of the Admiralty begged to 
know at what preciſe time ſuch a detachment 
could have been ſent? It was anſwered as 
well by Lord Howe as by Mr. Keppel, that 
the preciſe time ſhould have been left to the 
ſkill. and diſcretion of the commanders in 
chief, who, it ſhould not be doubted, would 
have ſeized the ſafeſt and moſt prudent mo- 
ment for ſo eſſential a purpoſe. But in ad- 
dition to this general anſwer, the ſame great 
naval authority pointed out the preciſe period 
when Mr. Darby muſt have felt himſelf com- 

C2 pletely 
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pletely enabled to detach a force amply ful. 
ficient. It appears from his letter to the 
Admiralty, that he ordered © about four fail 
of the line,” he ſays, and ſome frigates, to go 
mto Rozier bay in Gibraltar, and that he kept 
under fail with the reſt of the ſquadron. A 
meaſure which he certainly would not have 
ventured upon, had he thought himſelf in 
ſufficient force, without theſe ſhips, to 
have riſked a battle with the Spaniſh ſqua- 
dron, ſhould they with, or ſhould they have 
it in their power to offer battle. Had the 
force which were thus ſeparated from the 
Heet, been detached to the Weſt Indies at that 
favourable moment, they would have arrived 
in ſufficient time to have given Sir Samuel 
Hood a decided ſuperiority over Mr. De 
Graſſe, when he fell in with, and engaged 
him off Point Salines *. 


TulxD HeaD or ENOuIRY. 
CAPTURE OF THE ST. EusTATIA Convoy. 


To the culpable delay in providing for the 
relief of Gibraltar, and the other ſervices of 


See Sir Samuel Hood's account of the engagement. 


the 
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the campaign, Mr. Fox juſtly attributed an 
event, at once diſgraceful to our arms, and 
detrimental to our commerce. Upon Vice 
Admiral Darby's ſailing in March, Vice Ad- 
miral Parker was commiſſioned to take upon 
him the command of the ſhips remaining in 
port. Every thing at this moment conſpired 
to enforce the neceſſity of haſtening the re- 
fittal of thoſe ſhips. The abſence of Darby 
left the Channel unprotected. Valuable 
convoys were daily expected. In particular 
it was known, from Sir George Rodney's in- 
formation, that * che moſt valuble convoy that 
ever ſailed for Great-Britain, was about that 
time to make its appearance in the latitude of 
the Lizard. At the ſame time there was un- 
doubted intelligence, that Monſ. De la Motte 
Piquet was ready for fea at Breſt, with ſix 
fail of the line, deſtined for ſome ſecret expe- 


dition, 


* Sir George's expreſſions, 


The . 
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The following ſhips appear to have been 
in the different ports at that time. 
| Guns. 
Victory 100 
Berwick 74 
Princeſs Amelia 80 
Proth&e 64. 
Sultan 74 
Monarca 570 
Magnanime 64 
Belleiſle 64 
Agamemnon 64 
Africa 1 
Nippon 64 
Aſia 64 
Buffalo 60 
Leander. 50 
Portland 50 
Hannibal 50 
In all 13 ſail of the line; 
3 fifties. * 

16 


We hear it conſtantly aſſerted by the 
friends of the Earl of Sandwich, that what- 


ever 
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ever elſe may be imputed to him, it muſt at 
leaſt be confeſſed, that no other Firſt Lord of 
the Admiralty had ever provided ſuch a re- 
dundancy of ſtores of all kinds, and that our 
docks were never ſo well ſupplied, or ſo dili- 
gently ſerved. I ſhall only beg the impartial 
reader to conſider the length of time there 
was for refitting and equipping, from the 
cloſe of the laſt campaign to the latter end of 
April, when Monſ. De la Motte Piquet 
ſailed, to compare the exertions of the ene- 
my in their ports during that period, and the 
armaments they fitted out, and then to aſk 
thoſe advocates of the Earl of Sandwich, if 
it be a proof of this boaſted merit in their 
patron, that out of ſuch a liſt of ſhips, re- 
quiring but little repairs for a ſhort channel 
eruize, a ſufficient number ſhould not have 
been prepared for the protection of the moſt 
valuable convoy that ever ſailed for England, 
againſt a force of ſix fail of the line, | 


It was not till after the diſgraceful blow 
was ſtruck, that the Admiralty appear to 
have thought of bringing out the force of 
which they were poſſeſſed. De la Motte 
Piquet failed on the 26th of April; he fell 

in 
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in with the St. Euſtatius convoy off the coaſt 
of Ireland, captured twenty of the merchant 
ſhips, and returned immediately to Breſt, 
Then, as is uſual when any diſaſtrous event 
attracts the public attention to the proceed- 
ings of the Admiralty, all was hurry and an 
appearance of diſpatch. Admiral Parker, 
who till then had been permitted to remain in 
town on his private affairs, was ordered down 
to ſuperintend the equipments. But Admiral 
Darby had returned with the fleet from Gib- 
raltar, before a fufficient force was in ready 
neſs to enable Mr. Parker to face the ſca. 


The only ſtep which appears from the pa- 
pers to have been taken by the Admiralty for 
the ſafety of theſe convoys, is, that they diſ- 
patched the Proferpine * to look out for them 
with a letter for the commanding officer. In 
this letter they confeſs that they are unable to 
protect the Channel, and they add the degrad- 
ing inſtructions, unknown in former days, 
by no means to approach to the Eaſtward, 
but to proceed round the North of Ireland 
and Scotland, to avoid the enemy. Yet, 


* Duplicate of this letter was ſent by the Juno. 


mouth 
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even in this wretched expedient they acted 
with their uſual ignorance; and defeated their 
object. Sir George Rodney had been ex- 
tremely particular in pointing out the preciſe 
track, which he ſhould carefully direct the 
convoy to purſue. The inſtructions to the 
Proſerpine, inſtead of anſwering this preci- 
ſion, were ſo vague, and allowed ſuch an ex- 
tenſive latitude, that Captain Byron, who 
commanded her had no opportunity of deliver- 
ing his letters to Commodore Hotham, who 
with the ſpoils of St. Euſtatius, ſailed into the 
mouth of the enemy. Sir G. Rodney point- 
edly marks out the latitude of the Lizard, 
49. 55. North, as the poſitive track he in- 
tended to preſcribe. The frigates were or- 
dered to cruize from 49. 30. North, to 48. 
30. North latitude. 


I have ſaid that this was the only fep they 
took to avert this danger that threatened our 
trade. But I muſt do them juſtice. A letter 
was produced from Mr. Stephens to Admiral 
Darby, directing him to detach eight fail of 
the line, to give protection to this convoy, 
and to attack the ſquadron under La Motte 

D Piquet. 
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Piquet. Of all their orders this, perhaps, is 
the moſt curious. The letter is dated the 
10th of May, and directed to Admiral Darby, 
at ſea. The convoy was captured on the 24 
of May, and La Motte Piquet, with moſt of 
his ſquadron was returned to Breſt: by the 
7th or 8th. 
 FovrTn Heap os ENCGUIRY. 


OPERATIONS AGAINST THE DUTCH UNDER 
Vice ADMIRAL PARKER. 


This diſgraceful blow had been ſtruck for 
ſome time before Vice-Admiral Parker was 
enabled to fail from Spithead. The ſquadron 
under his command was by degrees increafed 
to five fail of the line, onefifty, two forties, and 
three frigates. With theſe, as he was con- 
ducting home the trade, he diſcovered a 
Dutch ſquadron, with a large convoy, on the 
Dogger Bank. It appears by his public letter, 
that he found them to be in much greater 
number than his intelligence from the Ad- 
miralty gave him reaſon to expect. At the 
ſame time it was aſſerted in the Houſe, and 
not contradicted, that he had repeatedly com- 
plained of the bad ſtate of the ſhips under his 

5 | com- 
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command, that he repreſented their inade- 
quacy to the exigencies of the ſervice he was 
employed on, and he earneſtly required a re- 
inforcement. It was alſo aflerted and not 
contradicted, that very little attention was paid 
to his remonſtrances, or applications, and 
that when orders were at length given for re- 
inforcements to be ſent to him, they were 
for the moſt part ſo long delayed, that they 
might as well have been withheld altogether. 
The Berwick, 74, and the Belle Poule and 
Tartar frigates, appear, indeed, to have join- 
ed him on the roth of July. But as the or- 
ders for this junction had been ſent to thoſe 
ſhips after they had been out eleven weeks on 
a cruize, the Vice-Admiral was obliged to 
put into Fleckery to procure them water and 
proviſions. All this time the Sampſon and 
two frigates were lying at the Gunfleet, and 
the Vigilant was in the Downs, completely 

| manned and fit for ſervice. But no orders 
were ever ſent to the Vigilant to join him, 
and the ſhips from the Gunfleet did not reach 
him till five days after the action. 


The cauſe of this fatal delay is found in the 
Admiralty's letter of the 23d of July. Inſtead 
„ of 
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of diſpatching thoſe ſhips directly, by an im 
mediate order to their Captains, they ſend in- 
ſtructions to the Admiral, then off the coaſt 
of Norway, to ſend his own orders to call 
them to him. The monſtrous abſurdity of 
this procedure, which muſt rather be attri- 
buted to pettiſhneſs and diſcontent with the 
Admiral, than to ignorance, need not be 
pointed out to the reader. They ſend firſt 
to the Admiral, preſſing them for immediate 
reinforcements, to the coaſt of Norway, and 
then make him ſend back again to the Gun- 
fleet for theſe mm- though they 
could themſelves have ordered them to pro- 
ceed directly to him, with the veſſel that car- 
ried him their diſpatches. Had they done 
this, the Sampſon and the two frigates would 
have joined ſeveral days before the action, 
and enabled him to reduce the power of Hol- 
land at one blow. The letter /eems to inſinu- 
ate, that they did not know his rendezvous. 
But they knew where to direct Commodore 
Stewart to join him. They knew where to 
direct their diſpatches to him, and their di- 
rections to both were ſufficient for the pur- 
poſe, as has been proved by the event, 


To 
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To the Admiral's own perſonal exertions in 
the engagement, and to the bravery of his offi- 
cers, the nation 1s indebted for the return of 
the Dutch into port, inſtead of proceeding to 
the Baltic. An interruption to their trade, 
which might have been of the greateſt detri- 
ment to their commercial intereſt in general, 
but particularly to their ſupply of naval ſtores, 


if the neutral bottoms had not ſince then ſo 
effectually aſſiſted them. 


Fir TH HEAD oF au. 


APPEARANCE oF THE ENEMY'S F.rETs IN 
THE CHANNEL. 


We have already ſeen, that notwithſtanding 
the moſt regular and complete intelligence 
received at the Admiralty, of the enemy's 
equipment for their Channel ſervice, of the 
time of their ſailing, of their intended junc- 
tion, and of their ſubſequent operations, no 
adequate exertions were made to have our 
fleet in timely readineſs to oppoſe their 
junction. 


We have alſo obſerved, that to prevent 
this junction was the only hope of ſuceeſs we 
could 
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could poſſibly entertain, in our unequal 
ſtruggle with all the naval powers of Europe - 
yet it appears that no orders for that purpoſe 
were ſent to the commander in chief till the 
12th of July, nineteen days after the French 
fleet had failed for the port of Cadiz, and fix 
days after they had actually arrived there. It 
even appears from the papers, that we had not 
a ſingle cruizer employed to watch them, or 
to convey any information of their motions 
either to the board, or to the admiral com- 
manding in chief. 


That no ſuch information was conveyed 
to the commander in chief, 1s proved by his 
own letter produced to the Houſe. He had 
eſcorted Admiral Digby, with three fail of 
the line, on his way to America, and was 
cruizing off Cape Finiſterre, when the firſt 
account he received of the combined fleets 
was, that they were within him, to the 
north-eaſt, ſteering for the Channel. This 
intelligence was not procured by any cruizers 
employed for the purpoſe. The maſter of a 
trading veſſel, who had paſſed through the 
enemy, and accidentally crofled the Engliſh 


fleet, declared it upon examination. 
That 


1 a 
That the Admiralty were equally ignorant 


of their motions, was likewiſe proved from 


papers on the table. On the 25th of Auguſt, 
Lord Shuldham, the commanding officer at 
Plymouth, cauſed notice to be ſent to Briſtol, 
for the information of the merchants, that 
the combined fleets of the enemy, conſiſting 
of above fifty ſail of the line, were ſeen 
ſteering for the Channel. This intelligence 
was confirmed by the Alert cutter, Capt. 
Walker, who had fallen in with them off 


Scilly, on the 21ſt of Auguſt. Convinced of 


the certainty of this information, and juſtly 
alarmed at the conſequences it threatened to 

our trade, the Mayor of Briſtol applies offi- 

clally to the Admiralty. The anſwer he re- 
ceives from their Secretary is, That their 
Lordſhips had reaſon to conclude, that the 
intelligence had not the leaſt foundation; 
that the reaſon of Admiral Darby's return 
to Torbay was to take on board ſuch re- 
*« freſhments as they were in want of, but 
that he would return to ſea without loſs of 
time, to cruize for the homeward bound 
Jamaica and Leeward Iſland fleets.” 


— 
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At the very moment that they were aſſign- 
ing theſe reaſons for Admiral Darby's return, 
it appears from the papers that they had 

received two expreſſes from himſelf, of a di- 

rect contrary tendency. In his letter of the 

17th of Auguſt, he tells them, that in conſe- 

quence of information communicated to him 
by the maſter of a brig, of the enemy's fleets 
being ſteering for the Channel, he had con- 
ſulted with Sir John Lockhart Roſs, and Com- 
modore Elliot, and that the reſult of their 
conſultation was, a ſpeedy retreat to Torbay, 
obſerving the precaution of running along 
the French coaſt, till he ſhould gain the 
length of Portland, that he might avoid the 
enemy. In his letter of the 25th he informs 
them of his ſafe arrival at Torbay, where, it 
is well known, he placed the diviſions of his 
fleet in the beſt ſituation for defence, in caſe 
the enemy ſhould attack him. 


Poſſeſſed of theſe letters, the Admi ts al- 
ſure the Mayor of Briſtol, that the only cauſe 
of the return of Mr. Darby, was to procure 
refreſhments for his fleet, though there is not 
a word of refreſhments in either of his let- 
ters; and they deny that to be true which he 
aſſigns 
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aſſigns as his real reaſon, though ſtrengthened 
and confirmed to them by ſo many different 
channels. What had the Houſe to conclude, 
but that the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty en- 
deavoured to lull the commerce of the 
country into a dangerous ſecurity, and 
tempted individuals to throw their property 
into the mouth of the enemy, in order to pal- 
liate his own guilt, in having taken no mea- 
ſures whatever to gain information of the 
motions of the French and Spaniſh fleets. 


It 1s, indeed, true, that the Firſt Lord of 
the Admiralty treated the information of the 
commander in chief, as he treated the intelli- 
gence from the Mayor of Briſtol. He equal- 
ly rejected both; diſhonouring the Vice Ad- 
miral and the able officers he conſulted, by 
diſbeheving an intelligence, on the faith of 
Which they thought it neceſſary even to 

quit their ſtation, and adding to his other of- 
fences, this contemptuous treatment of an 
officer ſo high in rank, as chief commander 
of the grand fleet employed for the defence of 
the King's home dominions. 


E Can 
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Can the nation be ſurpriſed, after this, if 
ſo many brave and gallant officers be driven 
from the ſervice? What hopes can ſuch offi- 
cers have to ſerve their King with honour to 
themſelves, or with advantage to their coun- 
try ? What danger muſt not every commander 
be expoſed to, as well of life, as of reputation, 
who is not the immediate dependant of the 
Earl of Sandwich, and eaſy under "nay, 
affront ? 


SIXTH HEAD, oF ENQUIRY. 


ApmiraL KEMPENFELT's EXPEDITION, 


As ſoon as the FE VIE fleet ſailed from 
the Channel, Admiral Darby ventured again 
to ſea. The purport of his inſtructions, ſent 
to him ſome time before he ſailed, was to 

protect the Weſt India trade. But at that 
time this trade ſtood in no need of protection, 
and when it might have ſtood in need of it, 
the Admiral was confined in Torbay, not 
daring to face the enemy. 


The Leeward Iſland fleet had been provi- 


dentially detained for a whole fortnight by 
calms 
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calms and contrary winds. . This alone pre- 
vented it from falling into the hands of the 
enemy, as a fortnight before its arrival off 
the coaſt of Ireland, the combined fleets were 
cruizing in the very track it ſteered. But 
though this valuable fleet had arrived in ſafe- 
ty, and though certain information was re- 
ceived that the Jamaica fleet was obliged to 
put back in conſequence of the enemy's ſu- 
periority in thoſe ſeas, and that it was not 
to fail till the next year, ſtill Admiral Darby 
continued his cruize to the 6th of November. | 


To this fatal detention of the fleet at fea, 
muſt. be attributed the event of Mr. Kem- 
penfelt's expedition, and the deſtruction with 
which our Weſt India iſlands were threatened, 
till Providence for a while ſu] pended the 
blow. 


From the papers communicated to the 
Houſe, it appeared that the Admiralty had a 
full, regular, and almoſt daily account of the 
equipment of the formidable armament un- 
der Monſieur De Guichen, from the day of 
its being firſt ordered to the day of its failing. 


The date of their firſt advice of this arma- 
E 2 ment 
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ment is the 4th of October. But neither the 
example of the enemy, nor the danger they 
ſaw them preparing for us, could teach that 
Board wiſdom, or ſtimulate them to exertion 
As ſoon as the great objects of their autumn 
ſervice had been accompliſhed, the French 
and Spaniſh ſquadrons immediately returned 
to port, to employ that time in preparing for 
the further great objects of the war, which 
we were conſuming away in deſtructive 
cruizes, without advantage or object. From 
the deſtination of that armament, which 
by the uniform tenor of their intelligence, 
from the 8th of October, they knew to be 
deſigned for the Weſt Indies and America, the 
Admiralty muſt have been convinced that the 
very exiſtence of our remaining poſſeſſions in 
that part of the world, depended on their 
efforts to prevent the fleet from proceeding to 
its deſtination. All other conſiderations 
ſhould, for a time, have given way to this; 
and it was proved, that had exertions, pro- 
portionable to the magnitude of the object, 
been timely employed, or a ſkilful uſe made 
of the force we actually had at the time, 
there could be no doubt but that ſucceſs 

| would 
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would have crowned Admiral Kempenfelt's 
zeal and abilities. 


The defence ſet up by Admiralty on this 
head of accuſation was, 


1ſt, That their intelligence gave them to 
expect that the enemy's force conſiſted of only 
eight or twelve fail of the line. 


2dly, That they had not ſhips enough at- 
home to ſend out a ſquadron of greater 
ſtrength than they did ſend. 


1. The firſt aſſertion is clearly contradicted 
by the intelligence laid on the table. It is 
there repeatedly aſſerted, that the armament 
was to conſiſt of eighteen ſail of the line, and 
two armes en flute *. 


On the 27th of November they are aſſured 
that the fleet conſiſts of nineteen ſbips; that 
AT SEA they will ſeparate into three diſtinct 
ſquadrons, and the deſtination of each ſqua- 
dron is pointed out to them; fix fail of the 


* Ships of the line loaded with ſtores. 
line 
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line and four frigates, under Vaudreuil, to 
Martinique ; ſeven, under De Guichen, to 
Cadiz; De la Motte Piquet, with ſix ſhips 
and two frigates, on a particular ſervice. 


In their own orders to Rear Admiral Kem- 
penfelt, dated the 22d of November, they 
acknowledge that their information makes the 
enemy's force amount to eighteen ſail. But 
then they add a circumſtance which deſerves 
obſervation. They tell him, that in theſe 
eighteen ſail are included four armes en flute. 
In the intelligence which they have laid before 
the Houſe, previous to that date, there is not a 
ſyllable that can warrant ſuch an aſſertion. 
On the 14% of November they are told that 
the naval armament conſiſts. of eighteen ſhips 
of the line, with to armes en flute. On the 
17th they are told, that it conſiſts of e:ghteen 
large ſhips and fix frigates, and from that to 
the 27th there is no mention made of their 
numbers. From this it is evident, that they 
wilfully deceived the Admiral. From their 
ſubſequent conduct, it is equally evident that 
they continued wilfully to deceive him. We 
do not find by the papers that they communi- 


cated a ſingle word to him of their intelli- 
| gence 
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gence of the 27th of November, which ſo 
diſtinctly tells them that the enemy would ſail 
with nineteen ſail of the line, and not ſeparate 
till they got to ſea. On the contrary, they 
ſuffer him to proceed on the 2d of December, 
under expreſs orders to take every meaſure to 
fall in their way, aſſigning him only twelve 
ſail of the line: Thus not only renouncing 
every proſpect of fruſtrating the deſigns of 
the enemy, but expoſing our own- ſhips to 
defeat. 


2. That there were ſhips enough, and that 
there ought to have been more, to ſend out 


the ſquadron in greater force, was proved to 
the full convichon of the Houſe. 


We ſhall content ourſelves with giving the 
Public an abſtract of the numbers that might 
have been ordered under his command, exclu- 
ſive of the twelve he ſailed with, from their 
ſtate and condition as laid upon the table. 


Ships fit for ſea  - - 12 

Ships fitting for ſea and . ſer- 
vice, moſt of them when Mr. Kem- 
penfelt ſailed known to be fitted 13 


Ships wanting repairs = 1 15, 


Fe 
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Beſides theſe there were two guardſhips, one 
ſhip'in dock, and one clearing for doc. 


Of theſe ſhips nine had not been at ſea with 
Vice Admiral Darby on his laſt cruize; ſeven 
were with Commodore Stewart in the Downs, 
and eleven have ſince ſailed with Sir George 
Rodney. „ 


With 5 to the nine fail which had not 
been out with Mr. Darby on his laſt cruize, 
let thoſe who are loud in the praiſe of the 
Earl of Sandwich, for his boundleſs ſupplies 
of ſtores, and the unexampled exertions in our 
| dock-yards, account for their not having been 
all in complete readineſs during ſuch a length 
of time, and with the information the Ad- 
r poſſeſſed of the enemy's En. 


n ſhips ready for ſea, the Admi- 
— Lords have aſked, What! would you 
take them from the ſervices for which they 
_ *© were either employed or defigned ? Would 
« you take them from the Downs? Would 
« you take them from the ſervices of the 
Eaſt and Weſt Indies? Would you, pe- 

* file as it cettunly was, that Admiral Kem- 

«« penfel:, 
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« penfelt ſhould not meet the French arma- 
ment, riſk the diſappointment which might 
« have followed to our affairs on both theſe. 


« ſtations, from detaining the ſhips 3 
C for them! p” 


In anſwer to this it was obſerved, that as 
to the Downs, the ſhips on that ſtation were 
much more in number than could be neceſ- 
fary for thè ſervice required of them. The 
Fortitude, the Berwick, and the Bellona, 
might have well been ſpared, as the Princeſs 
Amelia, the Bienfaiſant, the Buffalo, and the 
Panther would have ſtill remained, and ſup- 
plied Commodore Stewart with a force more 
than ſufficient for his purpoſe. 


The objections relative to the detention of 
the ſquadrons equipping for the Eaſt and 
Weſt Indies, could only have been made by 
the converts to the ſyſtem of the preſent Firſt 
Lord of the Admiralty. Who elſe would at- 
tempt to aſſert, that employing thoſe ſhips 
in the deſtruction. of the armament under 
Monſ. De Guichen, would not be the moſt 
effectual way to employ them on the ſervice 
for — they were defigned? Was not the 

F force 
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force they might have defeated, deftined a- 
gainſt the Eaſt and Weſt Indies? Had that 
been defeated at home, beſides the glorious 
conſequences of ſuch an event upon the great 
line, in the preſent call for ſucceſs ſomewhere, 
there would have been no neceſſity to ſend 
dut Sir George Rodney with the force he has 
ſince taken n him. 


Take the buſineſs on another ſuppoſition; 
ſhould De Guichen have eſcaped, and paſſed our 
fleet unperceived, what was more obvious than 
to have given the commander in chief of the 
expedition, diſcretionary powers to detach a 
ſufficient force, either to overtake the enemy 
on his way, encumbered and delayed as he 
muſt be by his convoy, or to get before him, 
and hy ſtrengthening our fleet already in the 
Weſt Indies, put us in a ſituation to prevent 
his gaining his port, or joining the French 
power at Martinico. 


This reaſoning all went to a ſuppoſition 
that it was abſolutely neceſfary to take all the 
ſhips deſigned for Sir George Rodney and 

Sir Richard Bickerton, in order to have a 
ſquadron adequate P the object of defeating 

the 


. 

the enemy in the ſtrength he ſailed. But the 
ſuppoſition itſelf is falſe. In addition to the 
three ſhips from the Downs, which we have 
already pointed out, had the Sceptre, the Anſon; 
and the Yarmouth (which were reported fit 
for ſea) been ordered to ſtrengthen Mr. Kem- 
penfelt, his ſquadron would have conſiſted of 
eighteen fail of the line, and with that force 
there is not a man who could doubt of his 


S ſucceſs. This, it was faid, would ſtill be weak- 


ening Sir George Rodney's ſquadron. But, 
whatever would have been the event of the 
attempt upon Monf. De Guichen, would 
there not thave been ſufficient time to have 
replaced theſe three ſhips, in the ſpace of ſix 
or ſeven weeks that elapſed from Mr. Kem- 
penfelt s failing, to the departure of Sir 
George Rodney for the Weſt Indies? 
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Thus have I endeavoured, briefly to ſtate 
the grounds on which the motion of cenſure 
on the management of his Majeſty's - naval 
affairs, in the year 1781, was offered to the 
repreſentatives of the people. The impartial 
reader will not be ſurpriſed, if allegations, 

F 4 authen- 
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authenticated by ſuch proofs ſhould have 
forced conviction ; if many of the ſteadieft 
friends of the preſent miniſter deſerted him 
on this occaſion, and were dragged, as one of 
them emphatically expreſſed himſelf, by his 
conſcience to the other fide of the houſe. 


All that now remains is to conſider the 
names and ſituations of thoſe who voted on 
either ſide of the queſtion. I ſhall ſubjoin 
an authentic lift of the diviſion, only obſerv- 
ing, that a member who is ſuppoſed to head 
the ſmall number of country gentlemen who 
ſtill ſupport the preſent adminiſtration, ac- 
knowledged is conviction alſo, but would 
not vote with Mr. Fox, leaſt a cenſure of miſ- 
management ſhould Tead to puniſhment. I 
thall make no comment on ſuch a declaration, 
It is as curious as what the ſame gentleman 
added, © that though he totally condemned 
Lord Sandwich's conduct in the affair of 
% Mr. Kempenfelt, yet he would not cenſure 
« Lord Sandwich for that conduct, becauſe 
Mr. Kempenfelt had acquitted himſelf with 
great prudence and gallantry ! ! 
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2 Arcedeckae Ditto 

Backs. 

Farl Verney 

Hon. Thomas Grenville Ditto 
ames Grenville Buckingham 
on. Wm. Grenville Ditto 

Viſcount Mahon Chipping Wycomb 

Gen. Smith Wendover 
„M. Smith Ditto 

m. Drake Amerſham 

W. Drake, jun. Ditto 

| Cambridgeſpire. 

Hon. John Townſhend Univerſity 

Benjamin Keene Cambridge 

J. W. Adeane Ditto 

Cheſbire. 

R. W. Bootle Cheſter 

Thomas Groſvenor Ditto 

Cornwall. 

Sir Wm. Lemon, Bart. County 

Ed. Elliot Ditto 

Samuel Salt Leſkeard 

Hon. Wm. Tollemach Ditto 

George Hunt Bodmyn 

Sir John Ramſden, Bart. Grampound 

Thomas Lucas Ditto 

Philip Raſhlei Fowey 

Edward J. Elliot St, Germain's 

Dudley Long Ditto 

Viſcount Maitland Newport 

| Cumberland. 

Henry Fletcher County 

Earl of Surrey Carliſle 

William Lowther Ditto 
ohn Lowther Cockermouth 

. B. Garforth | Ditto 

Derbyſhire. 

Lord George Cavendiſh | County 

Lord G. Henry Cavendiſh _ 

itto 


Edward Coke 
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Parker 
ohn Rolle 
iſcount Howe 


A. Holdſworth 


George Yonge, Bart. 


. Wilkinſon 
LA Richard Fitzpatrick 


Hump. Sturt 

| Thomas Scott 
Richard Beckford 
Henry Bankes 
Thomas Farrer 
W. Morton Pitt 


— 


ohn Luther 


ir Robert Smyth, Bart. 


Sir Wm. Guiſe, Bart. 


Sir Wm. Codrington, Bart. 


ames Martin 
harles Barrow 
John Webb 


Sir George Cornewall, Bt. 


John Scudamore 


William Plomer 
Thomas Halſey 
Baron Dimſdale 
William Baker 
ohn Radcliffe 
m. C. Sloper 


Earl of Ludlow 


Hon. Charles Maſham 
Filmer Honywood 
| Robert Gregory 

Sir Horace Mann 
Clement Taylor 
Charles Robinſon 


George Gipps 


Thomas Stanley 
Wilſon Braddyll 
Ab. Rawlinſon 
General Burgoyne 
Hon, H. Walpole 


Gloucefterſorre. 


County 


Tewkeſbury 


Ditto 


Glouceſter 


Ditto 


Herefardſhive. 
County 
Hereford 


Hertfordſhire. 


County 
Ditto 


Hertford 


Ditto 


St. Alban's 
Ditto 


Hunting donſbire. 


County 


ent. 


County 
Ditto 


Rocheſter 
Maidſtone 


Ditto 


Canterbury 


Ditto 


Lancaſhire. 


County 


Lancaſter 


Ditto 


Preſton 
2 Vigan 


Thomas Liſter 
ohn Parker 
enry Rawlinſon 


William Pochin 
Hon. Booth Grey 
John Darker 


Charles And. Pelham 
Sir John Thorold, Bart. 
George Sutton . 
ohn Harriſon 
Sir Thomas Clarges, Bart. 


uu Wilkes 
on. Charles James Fox 
Fred. Bull 
= Sawbridge 
ath. Newnham 
Sir Watkin Lewes, Kant. 


John Hanbury 


Sir Edward Aſtley, Bart. 
T. W. Coke 

Sir Harbord Harbord 
Hon. R. Walpole 
Richard Hopkins 


Thomas Powys 
Lucy Knightley 
Richard Benyon 
ames Phipps 
iſcount Althorpe 
Frederic Montagu 


Bir Wm. Middleton, Bart. 
Sir M. W. Ridley, Bart. 


Charles Meadows 
D. P. Coke 
Robert Smith 


Hon. P. Bertie 
Lord Robert Spencer 


Noel Hill 
Richard Hill 


Sir Charleton Leighton, Bart. 


Thomas Whitmore 
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Clithero 
- Ditto 
Live 
Leiceſterſhire. 
County 
Leiceſter 
Ditto 
Lincolnſhire. 
County 
Ditto 
Grantham 
Grimſby 
Lincoln 
Middleſex. 
County 
Weſtminſter 
London 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 
Monmouthſpire. 
County 
Norfolk. 
County 
Ditto 
Norwich 
Yarmouth 
Thetford 


Northamptonſhire. 


Higham Ferrers 
Northumberland. 
| County 
Newcaſtle 


Nottinghamſbi re. 


Clement Tudway Wells 
R. Pennington Milborne Port 
Hants. 
iſe C. Jervoiſe County 
obert Thiftlethwayte | Ditto 
Edward Morant ' Yarmouth 
Sir J. G. Griffin . Andover 
Viſcount Middleton _ Whitchurch 
Right Hon. T. Townſhend Ditto 
Stafford ſptre. 
Hon. E. Monck ton | Stafford 
R. B. _ Ditto 
George Anſon 1 
Suffolk. 
Sir Charles Bunbury, Bart. County 
Sir T. Rous, Bart. Ditto 
Thomas Staunton Ipſwich 
Sir Gerrard Van Neck, Bart. Dunwich 
Sir Charles Davers, Bart. Bury 
Rt. Hon. Gen. Conway Ditto 
Sir Patrick Blake | Sudbury 
Surrey. 
Sir Joſeph Mawbey, Bart. County | 
Hon. A. Keppel Ditto 
Edward Norton Haſlemere 
W. S. Stanhope | Ditto 
Sir Robert Clayton, Bart, Bleachingly 
Rt. Hon. Sir Fletcher Norton Guildford 
Sir Richard Hotham Southwark 
N. Polhill Ditto 
: | Fuse. 
Lord George Lennox County 
Hon. Major Stanhope Bramber 
Sir Th. G. Skipwith, Bart. Steyning 
Bullock Ditto 
homas Kemp Lewes 
Thomas Steele Chicheſter 
P. W. Baker Arundel 
Warwickfhire. 
Sir George Shuckburgh, Bt. County 
Sir Robert Lawley, Bart. Ditto 
Meſtmoreland. 
ames Lowther County 
eneral Honeywood . Appleby 
705. 
Ch. Penruddock County 
William Huſſey Saliſbury 
Henry Dawkins Chippenham 
ohn Dunning . Calne 
t. Hon. Iſaac Barre Ditto 
Lloyd Kenyon Hindon . 
Thomas Pirt Old Sarum 


P. Wilkinſon Ditto 


22224 


1 


e 


W. A. Court Heyteſbury 
Francis Burton Ditto 
Samuel Eftwick Weſtbury 
» W. Gardiner Ditto 
rd Herbert Wilton 
W, G. Hamilton Ditto 
Norceſterſpire. 
Hon. Edward Foley County 
* Ruſfiout Eveſham 
C. W. B. Rous » Ditto 
Hon. Andrew Foley Droitwich 
Edward Winnington Ditto 
T. Bates Rous Worceſter 
Yorkſhire. 
Henry Duncombe County 
Sir James Pennyman, Bart, Beverley 
Evelyn Anderſon Ditto 
Viſcount Duncangon Knareſborough 
ames Hare Ditto 
illiam Weddell Malton 
Edmund Burke Ditto 
Henry Pierſe Northallerton 
William Nedham Pontefract 
Hon. George F itewilliam Richmond 
William Lawrence Rippon 
Earl Tyrconnel Scarborough 
Sir Thomas Gaſcoigne, Bart, Thirſke 
Beilby Thompſon _ Ditto 
Lord John Cavendiſh York 
Charles Turner Ditto 
William Wilberforce Hull 
Sir Samuel Fludyer Aldborough 
9 8 Cingue Ports. 
John Trevannion Dover 
Wales. 
Viſcount Bulkeley Angleſea 
Sir George Warren Beaumaris 
Vaughan Carmarthenſhire 
Parry Carnarvonſhire 
ir W. W. Wynne, Bart. Denbighſhire 
Watkin Williams Flint 
W. Moſtyn Owen Montgomeryſhire 
Ch. Edwin Glamorganſhire 
E. L. Vaughan Merionethſhire 
Scotland. 
LH x — Bamfſhire 
» Blai dinbu 
* Minority 217 
George B yng 2 _ 2 


Hon. William pi it] Tellers. 
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Total Minority 219 


OHN Mayor, Abingdon. 
P. P. Powney, Windſor.” The Circumſtances of this Gentleman's 
Election at Windſor are too well known, to make it neceſſary for us 
to point gut the Intereſt to which he owes his Seat, 
Bucks. 
Ant. Bacon, Ayleſbury. A Contractor. 
Thomas Ord, Ditto. Receiver-General of the Ducby of Lancaſter. 
Sir J. B. Warren, Marlow. Under perſonal Obligations for his rapid Pro- 
motion in the Navy, to the Rank of Po-Captain, and recently to the 
Command of the Winchelſea. 
William Clayton, Ditto. 
Sy Cambr 7 'dge . 
James Mansfield, Univerſity. Solicitor-General. 
| Cornwall. 
Hon. George Percival, Launceſton, Nephew to Mr. H. Drummond, and 
brought in by the Duke of Northumberland. 
Thomas Bowlby, Ditto, Commiſſary-General of Muſters. 
Viſc. Malden, Leftwithiel. Son of Lord Eſſex, Maſter of the Stag-Hounds. 
H. Roſewarne, Truro, Vice Warden of the Stanaries of Cornwall. 
Bamber Gaſgcoigne, Ditto. ' Lord of Admiralty, conſequently Judging in 
his own Cauſe. , 
William Maſterman, Bodmyn. The beſt Place in the Duchy Court of Lan- 
caſter. 
Right Hon. Ch. Jenkinſon, Saltaſh. Secretary at War, and Clerk of the 
1 2 in Ireland. "OI 
rey Cooper, Ditto. Joint Secretary to the ury. 
John Buller, "Eaftloo, * of the Lords of the Treaſury, Comptroller of 
the Mint, &c. 
William Graves, Ditto. A Maſter in Chancery. 
Sir Fr, Baſſet, Penryn. Lately. made a Baronet. | 
Rogers, Ditto. 
+ Macpherſon, Camelford. One of Paul Benfield's Members. 
Pardoe, Ditto 
iliam Praed, St, Ives. 
Abel Smith, Ditto. 
Lord Shuldham, F , Commanding Officer at Plymouth. 
Francis Hale, Saint Michael" s. Nephew to the Paymaſter-General. 
Hon. Wm. Hanger, Ditto. Brought in by Lord North. | 
Sir John Coghill, Newport. 
_ Morſhead, Callington. 
eorge Stratton, Ditto. 
Sir Wm. James, Weſtloo. Deputy Chairman of the Eaſt- India Company, 
and Director of Greenwich Hoſpital. 
Buller, Ditto. 


a Stephenſon, Tregony. 


oo 


Derbyfire. 


Hon. Nat. Curzon County, Son to Lord Scarſdale, Chairman of Com- 
mittees in the Houſe of Lords, 


De vonſbire. 


1 
Devon ſbire. 
charles Boone, Altburtos. wid: 3 ny 
Sir Fr. Rogers, Plymouth Brought in by Adguralty Interes- 
Adm. Darby, Ditto. Adm. Darby, alſo a Lord of Admiralty. , 5. 
Viſcount Fielding, Beeralſton. Son of Lord Denbigh, Maſter of the Har- 
riers, and Lord of the Bedchamber. 
Lawrence Cox, Ditto. 
Sir R. Payne, Plympton. Clerk of the Board of Green Cloth, 
Hon. I. Stewart, Ditto. Second Son of the Earl of Bute. 
L. Browne, Totneſs. Son to his Majeſty's Gardener, and Commiſſioner of 
Bankrupts. : 
Cleveland, Barnſtaple. Director of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
r. Baſſet, Ditto 2 
Right Hon, Richard Ri - Taviſtock. Paymaſter-General, and Maſter of 
the Rolls in Irel 
Dor ſelſbire. 
William Ewer, Dorcheſter. A Director of the Bank. | 
Hon. H. Fane, Lime. 0 Brought in by the Weſtmoreland Family. Mr. Fane, 
D. R. Mitchell, Ditto. Surveyor-General of the King's private Roads. 
Rt. Hon. Welbore Ellis, Weymouth. Secretary of State for the American 
Department. > 
J. Purling, Ditto. 
Gab. Stewart, Ditto. Paymaſter of Marines. 
Wm. R. Rumbold, Ditto. Son to the late Governor of Madras. 
ohn Boyd, Wareham, 
ohn Gulſton, Poole, 
Jobs Bond, Corfe Caftle. Recorder of Poole. 
ir Francis Sykes, Shafteſbury. 
Durbam. 
Sir Thomas Clayering, County. 
Sir John Eden, Ditto. | 
Eex. 
T. B. Brampſton, County. 
ohn Strutt, Malden. 
liab Hervey, Ditto. A Lieutenant in the Navy. 
Hon. G. A. North. Harwich. 
G Cloucefterſhire, 
Samuel Blackwell, Cirenceſter. 


James Whitſhead, Ditto. 
Herefordfirt, 


Rt. Hon. T. Harley, County. A Contractor. 
Sir Richard Symons, Hereford. | 
Viſc. Bateman, Leominſter. Maſter of the Buck-Hounds. 
St. Leger Douglas, Weobly. 
Huntingdonſbire. ws 
Pe + ws County. Son to Lord Sandwich, Vice Chamberlain to 
18 ae 
Sir Hugh — Huntingdon. Sir Hugh Palliſer's Name needs no Com- 


ment. 
Kent. 
Sir C. Frederick, Queenſborough. Surveyor-General of the Ordnance. 
Geo. Finch Hatton, Rocheſter, 
Lancaſhire, 
Sir Tho. Egerton, County. 
Sir H. Houghton, Preſton. 


G 2 B. Gaſ- 
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- B. Gaſcoyne, jun. Liverpool. Son to the Lord of Admiraly. 

T. Davenport, Newton. 5 & 

75 Lincolnſhire. 

Robert Vyner, Lincoln. 
Sir Geo. Howard, Stamford, Governor of Chelſea-Hoſpital. 
Hen. Cecil, Ditto. 
F. C. Cuſt, Grantham. Counſellor to the Admiralty and Navy Boards, 


H. Sibthorpe, Boſton. 
Francis Eyre, Grimſby. 


ee; 

Ws Morgan, County. 

ir John Stepney, Monmouth. — to the Court of Dreſden. 

Norfolk. 
Rt. Hon. Charles Townſhend, Yarmouth. A Vice Treaſurer of Ireland. 
C. Talbot, Caſtle-Riſing. 
ob. Mackreth, Ditto. * 
8 5 
Geo. Rodney, Northampton. Son- in-Law to Mr. Harley the Contractor, 
Nephew to Mr. Drummond the Contractor, and Son to Sir George 
Rodney. 
W. Egerton, Brackley, Son to the Biſhop of Durham. 
» Caſwall, Ditto. Dep. Paymaſter-General of the Forces. 
Northumberland. 
Anth. Storer, Morpeth. A Lord of Trade. 
Peter Delme, Ditto. 
Hon. John Vaughan, Berwick. Brother to Lord Liſburne, and Governor 
of Berwick. 

Sir J. H. Delaval, Ditto, | 
8 
Rt. Hon. Lord G. Sutton, Newwark. Aſſigning for Reaſon po Ob- 


ligations, 


OxfordPire. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Ch. Spencer, County. Treaſurer of the Chamber. 
Viſc. ——— Woodftock. A Gentleman of the Prince of Wales's Bed- 
chamber. 
Rt. Hon. Lord North, Banbury. Firſt Lord of the Treaſury, &c. &c. &c. 
Sir William Dolben, Univerſity. This Gentleman thought Lord Sandwich 
culpable, but would not vote againſt him, leſt it ſhould lead to Puniſh- 
ment. 
Francis Page, Ditto. 
Rutlandſhire.” 
G. B. Brudenell, County. A Clerk of the Board of Green-Cloth. 


Shropſhire. 
William Pulteney, Shrewſbury. 
n _ gms: Ludlow. 
ted. Corn itto. 
Wm. Clive, Biſho Caſtle, © Brought in by Lord Clive, 
ny Strachey, Ditto, Store-Keeper of the Ordnance, 
Somerſet Sire. 


ou Townſon, Milborn Port. The Salt Petre Contractor. 
obert Child, Wells. 
Hon. A Poulett, Bridgewater: 

F. F. Luttrell, Minehead. 


Matt. 
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Matt. Brickdale, Brickdale, Briſtol,? Members returned by the Tory In- 


Geo. Daubeney, Ditto. tereſt at Briſtol, 
ohn Halliday, Taunton. _- | 
Cuſt, Ilcheſter. 
Southamptonſhire. 


Hen. Penton, Wincheſter. A Lord of Admiralty. 

Lovel Stanhpe, ditto, a Clerk of the Board of Green-Cloth, 

Sir Wm. Gordon, Portſmouth. Ditto. 

Hon. J. St. John, Newport. Surveyor-General of the Crown Lands, 

Sir Richard orlley, Ditto, Comptroller of his Majeſty's Houſhold. 

Sir Thomas Rumbold, Yarmouth. Late Governor of Madras, whoſe Con- 
duct is now under Enquiry before the private Committee. 

E. M. Worſley, Newton. 

ohn Frederic, Chriſt-Church. 
m. Jolliffe, Petersfield. | 
T. S. Jolliffe, Ditto. 
Fuller, Ditto. 1 
ans Sloane, Southampton. A Lord of Trade. 

Ed. Gibbon, Lymington. A Lord of Trade. 

Hon. John Luttrell, Stockbridge. Captain in the Navy ; till this Year 
the moſt violent to condemn the [Adminiſtration of Lord Sandwich. He 
is Brother to the Ducheſs of Cumberland. 

Staffordſhire. | 

Viſcount Lewiſham, County. Son to Lord Dartmouth, Privy-Seal. 

Thomas Gilbert, Litchfield. Comptroller of the King's Wardrobe, and 
Pay-maſter of Penſions to the Widows of Sea-Officers. | 

Viſcount Trentham, Newcaſtle. Son to Lord Gower. 

Arch. Macdonald, Ditto. One of the Welch Juſtices. , 

John Courtney, Tamworth. Secretary to the Maſter-Gen. of the Qrdnance. 


John Calvert, Ditto. 
Suffulk. 
Barne Barne, Dunwich. 
Sir James Marriot, Sudbury. Judge of the High Court of Admiralty, 
Viſcount Beauchamp, Orfard. Cofterer of the King's Houthold. 
Hon. Rob. Conway, Ditto. Son to the Lord Chamberlain. 
p. C. Creſpigny, Aldborough. Procurator-General to the King. 
General Phillipſon, Eye. 
A. J. Skelton, Ditto. 
; Surrey. 
George Onſlow, Guildford. Out-Ranger of Windſor Foreſt. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Newhaven. Gatton. 
Robert Mayne, Ditto. 
John Kenrick, Blechingley. Clerk of the Deliveries of Ordnance. 
Ax. 
Thomas Fitzherbert, Arundel. A Contractor. 
Sir Cecil Biſshopp, Shorcham. 
2 Peachey, Ditto. 
enry Drummond, Midhurſt. Contractor. 
Sir Sampſon Gideon, Ditto. 
Sir J. Irwin, Eaſt-Grinſtead. Commander in Chief of the Forces in Ireland. 
— Herbert, Ditto. N 
» Wallace, Horſham. Attorney-General, 
ir George Oſborne, Ditto. 7 Groom of his Majeſty's Bed-chamber. 
War wickfhire. 
Hon. Ch. Greville, Warwick. A Lord of Admiralty. 
Lord Sheffield, Coventry, 


Edward Roe Yeo, Ditto, 
Wilts. 
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Wits. 


Sir J. T. Long, Devizes, 
Hen. | ones, Ditto. 
Lord Courtown, Marlborough. Of the Prince of Wales's Bed-chambert 
William Woodley, Ditto. 
Viſcount Fairford, Malmſbury. Son to the Earl of Hillſborou gli. 

» Calvert, Ditto. 

„W. Wraxall!!! Hindon. !!! 
Hon. Gen. St. John, Wotton-Baſſet. A Groom of his Majeſty's Bed- 

chamber. 

William Strahan, Ditto. Printer to his Majeſty, 
George Selwyn, Luggerſhall. Pay-maſter to the Board of Works, dec. 
Lord Melborne, Ditto. 
Robert Shaftoe, Downton, | 
Hon. H. S. Conway, Ditto. Deputy-cofferer of the King's Houſhold; 

Clerk of the Hanaper in Ireland, and Conſtable of Dublin- Caſtle. 

Worceſterſhire. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Weſtcote, Bewdley. A Lord of the Treaſury. 


W. . Worceſter. 
102 Yorkſhire, 


Marquis of Graham, Richmond, 
Ch. Melli, Aldborough. 
Ch. Atkinſon, Heydon. A Contractor. 
William Chaytor, Ditto. 
Edwin Laſcelles, Northallerton. 
Hon. I. Phipps, Scarborough. Brother to Lord Mulgrave, 
Hon. red. Robinſon, Rippon. : 
4. 
Charles Morgan, Breconſhire. 
Sir Ch. Gould, Brecon. Judge -Advocate General to the Army. 
Earl of Liſburne, Cardiganſhire. A Lord of the Admiralty. 
ohn Campbell, Cardigan. 
lynn Wynn, Caernarvon. 
d Kenſington, Haverfordweſt. 
hitſhed Keene, Montgomery. Surveyor-General of his * s Works, 
and Secretary to the Lord-Chamberlain. 
Hugh Owen, Pembroke. 
Thomas Johnes, Radnorſhire, Auditor for the Oye of Wales. 
E. Lewis, New Radnor, 
Cinque Ports. 
It might be enough to obſerve of the Members of the Cinque Ports; 
that they are all returned by Government, 
Sir Ch. Farnaby, Hythe. 
- William Evelyn, Ditto. 
Viſcount Palmerſton, Haſtings. A Lord of the Treaſury. 
ohn Ord, Ditto. Attorney-General of the Duchy of Lancaſter. 
hilip Stephens, Sandwich. Secretary to the Admiralty. od. * 
Sir Richard Sutton, Ditto, A Lord of Treaſury, 
Sir Edward Deering, New Romney. 
Richard Jackſon, Ditto. Counſellor to the Board of Trade; 
William Dickenſon, Rye. 
Hon. Thomas Onſlow, Ditto, 
IN; Durand, Seaford. ; 
Henniker, Dover. 
eſbit, Winchelſca.. 


Scotland. | 


1 
Scotland. 


Of all che Scotch Members, Two only voted againſt Government, It 


would be uſeleſs to diſtinguiſh them by their oſtenſible Places. 


Alexander Gordon, Aberdeenſhire, 
Adam Drummond, Aberdeen, &c. þ 
Sir Adam Ferguſſon, Airſhire, 
Sir J. Anſtruther, Anſtruther-Weſton. 
Fred. Campbell, Argyleſhire. 
H. Scott, Berwickſhire. 
» Sinclair, Caithneſsſhire. 
j: Campbell, Culroſs. 
ir Robert Laurie, Dumfriesſhire. 
Sir Robert Herries, Dumfries, &c. £3 
Rt. Hon. Henry Dundas, Edinburgſhire. 
Rt. Hon. Lord W. Gordon, EPS 
Robert Skene, Fifeſhire. 
Sir Arch. Edmonſton, Irvine, &c. 
Right Hon. Lord A. Gordon, Kincardineſhire. 
George Graham, Kinroſsſhire. 
States L. Morris, Kintore. 
——- Johnſton, Kircudbright. 
J. Henderſon, Kirkaldy, 
Andrew Stuart, Lanerkſhire. 
Francis Charteris, Lauder, &c. 
Sir W. Aug. Cunningham, Linlithgowſhire. 
George Rofs, Cromartyſhire, 
„8. 1 Renfrewſhire. 


ir Gilbert — Roxburghſhire. We could wiſh to reſcue this Gentleman 
from the general Cenſure incurred by his Countrymen. His Vote on 
the American Queſtion, and the Reaſons he _ for it, will ever make 


| his Name be mentioned with Honour, 

ou Pringle, Selkirkſtire. 

ir James Cockburn, Selkirk, &c. 
Sir Thomas Dundas, Stirlingſhire. 
William Adam, Wigton, &c. 
Hon. Keith Stewart, Wigtonſhire. 
Charles Roſs, Wick, &c. 
mw . — way br Sutherlandſhire. 
obinſon, Joint Secretary to the Treaſury, 
Re, — Lord ulgrave, Lord of A 7 Tellers, 
Majority, — 
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BOOK 8 printed 1 F. 8 TOC K D AL BY 
| oppoſite BukRLINGTON-HousE, PiccAbiII Tr. 


1. PAc Ts and their CON SEQAUEN CES: 
Submitted to the Conſideration of the Public at large; but more 

particularly to that of the FINANCE MINISTER, and of thoſe who are, 

or mean to become, Creditors of the State. | | 


9 » 1 f L & 
By JOHN, EAA N of 8 T A LN, 
| Second Edition, Price IS, ; 


2. A cotaplets COLLECTION of all the PROTESTS. of the PEERS 
is. PARLIAMENT, entered on their Journals ſince the Year 1774, on 
the great Queſtions of the Cauſe and Iſſue of the WAR between GREAT. 
BRITAIN and AMERICA, &c. to the preſent Time. Price 28. Gd. 


8. Obſervations and cloſer Remarks on Commodore JOHNSTONE's 
Letter to the EARL of HILLSBOROUGH, dated at Port Praya, in the 
Iſland of St. Jag. 


A 8 1 A M A N 
Price One Shilling, 


g. A correct and complete LIST of the MEMBERS who voted yor 
And acAainsT the Hon. Mr. FOX's Motion in the Houſe of Commons, 
an Wedneſday, the 26th of February, concerning the MISMANAGE- 
MENT. of the NAVAL DEPARTMENT. To which is ſubjoined, An 
alphabetical LIST. of the ABSENTEES on that Occafion, with a few 
thort Remarks annexed, 5 a f ke 

Whezeby is ſhewn, beyond all Doubt, not merely what the Senſe of the 
Mation is, ** but that there is, at this Moment, a clear and deciſive Ma- 
« jority of the Houſe of Commons againſt the preſent Conductors of public 
«& Afﬀairs,” In Red and Black Characters. a 


Price To- pente, or Twelve Shillings per Hundred. 


